
STOP 



Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world byJSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.istor.org/participate-istor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



HOSTILITY TO ROMAN CATHOLICS. 

BY GEORGE PARSONS LATHROP, LL. D., AND THE RIGHT EEV. 
WILLIAM CBOSWELL DOANE, BISHOP OE ALBANY. 



MB. LATHEOP : 

The Hon. Thomas M. Waller, ex-Governor of Connection t, 
tells me that some thirty or forty years ago, when the Catholics 
of New London were but a handful, a violent windstorm one 
night blew the cross on their tiny church half-way around, so 
that in the morning it was seen standing oblique. At once a 
rumoi' spread through the town that this was the signal for a 
" rising " of Catholics. No one knew what they were to " rise " 
for ; but a panic notion prevailed that they somehow intended to 
overpower their non-Catholic fellow-citizens, who outnumbered 
them about a hundred to one. 

This notion and the puny fear indulged by the majority were 
unworthy of Americans, who ought to be not only patriotic, but 
also intelligent, reasonable, and brave. Yet precisely the same 
weak and foolish alarm to-day actuates those who are loudest in 
claiming to be "Americans," but tremble with dread of being 
overcome by some ten million of their fellow-citizens, to whom 
they inferentially deny the national name. The cause of their 
alarm and of the virulent hostility shown by them toward Catho- 
lics is the same as in the case just cited ; namely, wind. Only, 
now, it is the wind of tlieir own breath that blows the cross into 
some strange position, whereat they fall into spasms of terror, 
like children who play at frightening themselves. 

One of the organizations which have taken part in this ghost- 
dance, supposed to be prophetic of imaginary " risings," is the 
American Mechanics, They profess that there is nothing in 
their constitution opposed to Catholics ; but, being a secret 
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society, they do not disclose what there is behind or above their 
constitution. It is certain that Catholics are rarely, if ever, ad- 
mitted to their rolls ; and that they have thrown their votes 
against candidates for public office, not because of unfitness, but 
simply because these candidates were Catholics. Lately they 
have taken to attending services, uniformed and with sword and 
banner, in Protestant churches — always those whose ministers are 
acrid toward Eome and throw out mysterious warnings against 
dangers of foreign domination. Many of their members are but 
recently naturalized, yet all assume to be superlatively American. 
They have been active in presenting national flags to public 
schools, a thing excellent in itself; but they have accompanied it 
with speeches at times grossly insulting and threatening toward 
Catholics. Indeed they seem to trail " Old Q-lory " in the dust, 
according to the Donnybrook coat-tail manner, with an invitation 
to us to step on it ; so that they may prove — with fist or sword, 
with ballot or bullet (a word they are fond of) — how much they 
love it. This invitation has been politely but firmly unheeded ; 
because no Catholic American will be a party to such degradation 
of the national ensign. 

Another more pretentious affair is that secret, oath-bound 
clan, the American Protective Association — now generally known 
as "the A. P. A." — -which, though working darkly, yet through 
the declared newspaper organs established by it (eighty in num- 
ber), and its public speakers, has urged the political and com- 
mercial proscription of Catholics, and has hinted a cordial will- 
ingness to use deadly weapons against them. Although profess- 
ing intense Americanism, it is known to have been prompted 
largely by Canadian Orangemen and to be in close sympathy with 
Orange lodges ; thus importing into our national life a feud 
pertaining wholly to a foreign princedom. It has spread 
reports widely that arms are being secretly gathered in Catholic 
churches ; apparently suffering from a Chinese confusion of the 
letters " r " and " 1." Alms are collected in Catholic churches, 
but not arms. In every case where this insane or malicious charge 
was made specifically, its falsity has been exposed by an open 
inspection of the premises ; for a little sacrifice of dignity was 
better than to allow these maligners to imperil the public peace 
and mutual confidence among citizens. On the other hand, a 
recent lawsuit to recover a balance on an unpaid bill for rifles 
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disclosed that the A. P. A,s of Toledo, Ohio, have themselves 
been purchasing firearms and forming thus a secret military troop, 
against the laws of the land ! The A. P. A. oath binds members 
never to employ a Eoman Catholic in any capacity if they can 
get a Protestant's service ; to help " retard and break down the 
power of the Pope " ; to oppose Eoman Catholics for " any office 
iu the gift of the American people"; and to "endeavor at 
all times to place the political positions of this government 
in the hands of Protestants." This oath is a self-confessed act 
of treason against the Eepublic, since it aims at disposing of 
offices " in the gift of the people " by a secret and lawless body of 
conspirators, who are but a small fraction of the people. The 
A. P. A. also sends out sonorous remonstrance against any " union 
of church and state." Yet its oath has in view the achievement 
of such union, for it proposes to place the government solely in 
the hands of Protestants ; and Protestants, with all their sub- 
divisions, constantly refer to themselves as " the church." More- 
over, the general secretary of the A. P. A., Mr, Charles T. Beatty,* 
assures the public that the order "is composed of men who 
occupy high positions not only in commercial and professional 
life, but also in State and Church." 

The A. P. A. has gained some influence in Iowa, Wisconsin; 
in Detroit, Mich. ; in Columbus and Toledo. 0. ; in Kansas City, 
Mo., and various other places. It has circulated, broadcast, 
bogus "encyclicals" attributed to the Pope, or instructions fraud- 
ulently signed with the names of Cardinal Gibbons and other 
prelates, ordering the Catholics of the United States to exter- 
minate non -Catholics at a specified time last autumn. It has 
driven a good many Catholics out of office, elective or appoint- 
ive, and effected the discharge of numerous Catholic employees, 
thus lessening or depriving them of their means of livelihood — a 
course which has led to retaliation by Catholics, in refusing to 
give their custom to business men known to be A, P. A.s. It 
has encouraged and paid anti-Catholic lecturers — chiefly fraudu- 
lent or dissolute and unfrocked " ex-priests " or " escaped nuns " 
— to travel the country and pour forth a flood of false, obscene, 
incendiary abuse upon this great body of our sincere, pure- 
minded men and women and their devoted spiritual guides and 
pastors. 

* See his statement in The Independent, Jan, 18, 1894. 
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Would such a procedure, if directed against Baptists, Method- 
ists, Presbyterians, Congregationalists, or Episcopalians be tol- 
erated for a month or a week by the public opinion of Protest- 
ants ? Certainly it would not be tolerated by either the public 
or the private opinion of Catholics, if any one ventured so to 
assault their Protestant brothers and companions in citizenship. 
Why, then, has there been no general and decisive reproof by our 
non-Catholic neighbors of this indecent and un-American cam- 
paign against Catholics ? 

The A. P. A. has already contrived to bring about several riots, 
with the result of killing a number of persons. Some weeks ago, 
one of its lecturers, a J. V. McNamara, entered a hall in Kansas City 
where he was to lecture, carrying a loaded Winchester rifle, and 
called for twelve stout Protestants to gather round him as a body- 
guard. He then proceeded to utter foul slanders against a venera- 
ble and saintly nun. But the Catholics who heard him, although 
intensely indignant, denied him the coveted opportunity of 
firing his rifle and bringing on a fight. They had him arrested for 
his defamatory speech, and the authorities jailed him for carry- 
ing weapons unlawfully and inciting to riot. Again, in Colum- 
bus, Ohio, this " patriotic " society raised a clamor against a local 
convent there ; threatened to break into the house ; a thing which 
it had about as much right to do as it would have to forcibly invade 
a Congregational minister's dwelling or an Episcopal old ladies' 
home. The Church authorities, acting in the interest of the 
public peace, thereupon opened the doors to a committee of 
citizens and officials, who went through the convent and ascer- 
tained that there were no dungeons or tortures or other of the 
alleged iniquities there. 

From whom has the country most to fear — from Catholics who, 
as lay folk or religious devotees, mind their own business, abide 
by the laws, and make every effort to preserve the peace; or from 
these singular "protectors," who treat one-sixth of the nation as 
though they were aliens, foment mutual suspicion and bitterness, 
threaten religious liberty, break the laws, and stir up armed 
strife ? A few public men, unprejudiced and patriotic non- 
Catholics, have denounced this incendiary movement with vigor. 
Many fair-minded Protestant ministers, with clear moral sight, 
have scored it as cowardly, as opposed to the American idea, and 
un-Christian. But by far the greater number have remained 
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silent, and so has the majority of the daily press; thus indicating 
tacit approval of a religious proscription which, were it attempted 
against any Protestant denomination, would arouse a din of re- 
monstrance from every leading journal. Even the Eev. Wash- 
ington Gladden, though loyally outspoken in condemning the A. 
P. A., is uneasy at " the attitude of some of the Eoman Catholic 
leaders toward the public schools, and their attempts, in cities 
where they have the power, to use the municipal machinery for 
their own pui-poses." * Would he not feel justified in taking 
part in politics, with his own co-religionists, for good objects ; 
just as the (Protestant) Evangelical Temperance organization 
publicly declares that " the Church " has a right " to engage in 
politics and government for moral and legislative ends"? 
Why should not Catholics enjoy equal freedom, as citizens, to 
hold opinions on morals or education, to engage in politics or 
government, to advance them ? The Protestant religious press, 
further, largely abets the unpatriotic aim of the secret societies 
by making such wholly untrue utterances as these: 

" pigr. SatoUi] is clothed with papal powers in civil matters. . 
His definite mission is to manipulate our political affairs until all branches 
of government are under control." — The Christian at Work (Methodist). 

" No foe have we so much to fear as the Church of Borne. She is the 
grand enemy of the Sepublic." — The Christian Inquirer (Baptist). 

This kind of cry has also been taken up by another associa- 
tion, the League for the Protection of American Institutions, 
which is composed chiefly of very respectable men, some of whom 
have great wealth and influence. The mere conception of such a 
league is preposterous. Why, the whole American people are a 
" league for the protection of American institutions " I Can it 
be possible that we are reduced to the necessity of handing over 
the protection of our government and of our public affairs gener- 
ally to a self-appointed society, however respectable ? This 
League — the L. P. A. L — is really a more discouraging sign of 
the times, and more dangerous to the welfare of the Kepublic, 
than secret alliances of the ignorant and the stupidly malicious, 
like the A. P. A. and its congeners ; because it embraces so many 
of the intelligent, who have allowed themselves to be deluded 
by false catch-words. Its object, as proclaimed, is to secure an 

*"The Anti-Catholic Ccnaa.ie," The Century Magazine, March, 1891. There 
seems to be some confusion of ideas in calling the attacl£ of a secret eocietsr upon 
upholders of the Cross a "crusade. " 
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amendment to the constitution of every State, and to the Consti- 
tution of the United States, prohibiting the use of public prop- 
erty, credit, or money raised by tax, for aiding any institution 
which is wholly or in part under sectarian or ecclesiastical control. 
This is precisely what the Evangelical Alliance has, for years, 
attempted to achieve ; and the corresponding secretary of that 
body now appears as the general secretary of this League. The 
real purpose is to prevent, permanently, any possible appropria- 
tion toward the support of Catholic parochial schools ; as may 
be seen by its published documents, which refer to " a single 
religious denomination " which has "been assaulting the public- 
school system." Catholics have not assaulted that system, but 
they are the only religious body accused of doing so ; hence the 
meaning is plain. One of the gentlest members of the L. P. A. 
I., a personal friend of mine, while expressing to me an earnest 
desire for a real " Christian union" of all Catholics and Protest- 
ants, told me that if he could have his way he would destroy every 
convent in the country ! Ab una disce omnes. The L. P. A. I. 
(consisting of Protestants) would join with us in sweetest 
harmony if we would abandon the religious education of parochial 
schools and incidentally destroy our convents and forsake the 
faith transmitted to us from Christ and the Apostles. 
The L. P. A. I. says (Doc. No. 1) : 

""Wewanfc no foreign schools, with doctrines. Ideas, and methods at 
variance with <mr constitutional principles, . . . and controlled by those 
who seek, by perverting the infant mind of America, to use the American 
satSiagefor the overthrow of American institutions [1 1]." 

It also intimates that any sharing of school funds (for main- 
taining liberty of conscience) would come under the head of 
" acts of licentiousness or practices inconsistent with the peace 
and safety of the state," mentioned by the constitution of New 
York, or of " crime . . . sanctioned by any partisan sect 
which may designate it as religion." And it demands that ele- 
mentary schools he freed from " denominational control." This 
is nothing less than an attack on the very existence of schools in 
which religion is taught, whether supported by individuals or 
the state. The L. P. A. I- further says (Doc. No. 19) : 

" We are not looking to monarchies for instruction concerning the beat 
training of youth to fit them for citizenship in this republic; ... Shall 
the common schools be disintegrated and destroyed by the dispersion and 
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useof their funds for sectarian ends? . . . Are our citizens in favor of 
the union of church and state! . . . These questions must be perma- 
nently settled for weal or woe." 

I sincerely hope tLey will not be settled for " woe "; although 
what the A. P. A. and the L. P. A. I. seem to yeai-n for is pre- 
cisely woe and uproar and a general shindy among citizens. The 
two bodies have several points in common. Both assume to re- 
gard Catholics as enemies of popular free education and as dis- 
loyal, or incapable of loyalty, to the United States. Now, these 
ideas are radically mistaken : they are without basis in either 
principle or fact, in the teachings of the Church, or the practice 
of her faithful children. Those wilful or misguided detractors 
who insist to the contrary blot out from memory such Catholic 
patriots as General Sheridan and that great Chief Justice of the 
United States, Eoger Taney, who were eminent types of thou- 
sands of humbler citizens and soldiers who share their religion. 
In their general hatred of our doctrine, or their suspicion and dis- 
like of one and another among the various race-stocks represented 
in the universal Church, they seem to forget that it includes a 
large number of people whose families have been settled in this 
country from the earliest colonial times, who are quite as well 
qualified to pronounce upon patriotism as any one else. To give 
an instance, my American ancestry runs back through a line of 
Yankee blood for 260 years, and numbers a long list of Puritans 
who were among the active and efficient founders of Massachu- 
setts and Connecticut, as ministers, lawyers, governors, business 
men, farmers, builders. Honoring their good citizenship and 
their piety (according to their light), and with a love of broaden- 
ing popular liberty inborn, I think I know what it is to be an 
American and to feel as an American. For one, then, I unhesi- 
tatingly declare that Catholic Christian faith and teaching deepen 
and strengthen even a long-inherited loyalty to my country ; 
and that they must inevitably intensify the sentiment and 
principle of patriotism in all who accept them. 

But such assurance does not rest on any one man's word. The 
Church, teaching us that all life, thought, and action depend on 
God and must be obedient to him, also incessantly impresses 
upon us the rule that we must obey the state, the constituted 
human government, as representing in so far the divine law. 
" Eender unto Csesar the things that are Caesar's, and to God 
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the things that are God's." The Church's commands are based 

on that commandment of Christ, in which there is no abnormal 

division or conflict of loyal duties, but simply a coordination of 

them. Neither is the loyalty of Catholics divided. They obey 

God and the Church in faith and morals, and the state in other 

matters. 

" It Is the duty of all, for conscience' sake, to obey the civil law and state 
authorities. . . . We are bound to obey the laws of the state when they 
are not contrary to the law of God. Should the law be unjust or in con- 
tempt of religion, we are not bound to obey it. . . . The motive of 
obedience should be, not merely fear of penalties, but a conscientious sense 
of duty."* 

Could there be anything more in accord with the American 

idea ? Our nation is founded on obedience to just laws, with 

liberty to resist unjust ones. Catholics everywhere have the 

same right of self-government and of opposing tyranny which 

the founders of the Republic upheld — no more and no less. De 

Harbe, in his approved catechism, says we are bound to assist our 

temporal rulers 

" in their necessities and dangers, and even to sacrifice our property 
and life for their defence against Che enemies of our country ; " 

and that we sin against them 

"by any sort of treason, or conspiracy against our government and 
country." 

The Church counsels always moderation and peaceable, loyal 
methods in opposing unjust laws ; yet St. Thomas Aquinas, whose 
teachings are ratified by it, held that unjust taxation is a suffi- 
cient cause for revolution by the people — the precise maxim on 
which our American revolution was based. Four centuries be- 
fore our Puritan fathers landed here he also asserted that, for 
good government in any city or state, it is essential that " all 
should have a share in the government, for by this means peace 
is preserved and the constitution is loved and observed by all." 
The Church (as attested by the Protestant historian Guizot) has 
encouraged and cooperated with free popular government in 
many towns and states, since even before the eleventh century. 
The Papacy neither exerts nor claims any power to dictate the 
political action of Catholics, here or elsewhere. If religion itself 
or the political rights of Catholics be threatened, the Pope may 

* The Catholic Doctrine of Faith and Morcds. By Very Rev. William Byrne, 
D, D. Witb the sanction of His Eminence the Cardinal and other Church Authori- 
ties. Boston, 1892. 
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advise defensive action, either by abstention from voting or by 
the formation of a party ; but even then it is open to individual 
Catholics to follow that advice or not. They are very loth to take 
such steps, and are driven to them only by anti-religious or 
tyrannical secular powers. For Catholics are especially jealous 
and proud of their individual freedom as citizens, and do not like 
to limit their political independence even for the sake of protect- 
ing their faith. Their enemies sometimes force them into such 
limits, as a matter of self-preservation. But there is no power 
anywhere in the church that can compel the vote or action of a 
single Catholic against the secular government to which he has 
given allegiance, or against his conscience as a citizen. Leo 
XIII., denying indignantly, of late, the accusation that he had 
incited or aided revolt in Sicily against that Italian government 
which is so hostile to him, declared that " The man who does not 
love his fatherland is unworthy of the blessing of God." The 
Church has not, and from its nature cannot have, a fixed political 
policy ; its one object being to maintain Christian principle, 
morals, enlightenment, and spiritual life everywhere; whether in 
republican, monarchical, patriarchal, or tribal communities. It 
instills good citizenship, good moi-als, obedience in and to and 
for the state. On political questions, our Catholic citizens — as 
those who know them best must admit — are the most independent 
of all, and even the most divided among themselves. 

As for free schools, the Protestant Hallam praises the Catho- 
lics of the sixth century for their zeal in founding them and 
promoting popular education. Catholics have maintained and 
multiplied such schools ever since, and set them up on this con- 
tinent long before the Puritans erected their sectarian pay- 
schools, which were not free. Neither the Church nor its 
American members are trying to break down the public-school 
system. They wish to maintain the free schools which they them- 
selves pay for, in which religion is taught; because to them re- 
ligion is just as much a primary element in life and thought as 
arithmetic, and even more important than arithmetic or life it- 
self. As to the sharing of public funds for part support of de- 
nominational schools. Catholics themselves are not at all agreed.* 
But even if they were a unit on the plan, there would be nothing 

• See statements of twenty-nine archbishops and bishops, The Independent, 
January 11, 1894, only two of whom approved such a plan. 
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heinous or treasonable in it. " We are not looking to monarchies 
for instruction," says the L. P. A. I. Very well; then look to 
the republic of Switzerland, which is some three hundred years 
older than ours. In Switzerland, children are educated almost 
wholly in the public schools; but the state itself, in all but one 
canton, provides for their religious education, either in or out of 
the schoolhouse. It scrupulously arranges that neither Cath- 
olics, Protestants, nor Jews shall be subjected to any religious 
instruction other than that of their own belief. 

The late George Washington, first President of the United 
States (whom the A. P. A. Orangemen, and the imported patriots 
of other secret societies seem to have forgotten), emphatically as- 
sured us that national morality could not exist without religious 
principles. The American schools of his day taught those 
principles. The schools of Switzerland instill them now. Is 
there, then, anything unpatriotic or unrepublican in the sugges- 
tion that our modern public schools in America should teach 
them, with due regard for the prepossessions of each pupil ? Or is 
our Eepublic so feeble that it could not endure a sharing of funds 
with denominational schools, per capita, as in England, where 
the system has neither produced discord nor disloyalty nor dis- 
turbed the other public schools, but, on the contrary, has had 
peaceful and satisfactory results ? 

At least this question ought to remain open for fair and tem- 
perate discussion by all Americans, free from "shot-gun" oratory 
and threats of intimidation, violence, and ostracism, such as 
are now made publicly and privately against American Catho- 
lics. The A. P. A.-ists are leading the way to the actual slaugh- 
ter of Catholics, as in 1840-45. They are the Sim Tappertits* 
of the body politic, apparently aching for a new Lord George 
Gordon riot. The L. P. A. I., less bloodthirsty, still proposes to 
fetter the whole people with amendments that will rob future 
generations of all freedom in the conduct of secular and religious 
education — chiefly to abridge, just now, the liberty and welfare 
of Catholic citizens. These people brandish the national ensign 
at us as though it were something hostile to us Americans. They 
seem to think that the stars of the flag belong to Protestants or 
agnostics, while Catholics are to receive only the stripes. The 
day will come when the whole people will regret that the Ameri- 

* See Dickens's Bamaby Budge. 
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can flag was ever lowered to the disgrace of being used as an 
emblem of bigotry, shameful narrowness and and- Christian tyr- 
anny. 

George Pabsons Lathbop. 



BISHOP DOANE : 

If I put any heading to the reply to Mr. Lathrop's paper on 
Hostility to Roman Catholics, I should call this paper Friendly 
Counsel to American Eoman Catholics. These are too serious 
times to deal with so vital a question, either with words and acts that 
stir up violence, or with words which, by belittling, tend to increase 
the danger. Looking at any subject of anxiety with a magnifying 
glass is no worse than looking at it, as Nelson did, with a blind 
eye against the telescope. And ridiculing the idea of the existence 
of danger is as unwise as exaggerating its amount. The first 
motive of Mr. Lathrop's paper commands my sympathy. It is 
meant to be, and to a degree it is, an appeal to the sound and 
sober judgment of American citizens of every national descent 
and of every religious denomination ; but it is unfortunately a 
one-sided and partial appeal. When St. Paul had two contentious 
women to deal with in Philippi, he was not content with appeal- 
ing only to one of them, but he said, " I beseech Euodias and I 
leseech Syntyche." And any all-around dealing with this question 
of the admixture of religious convictions or feelings with political 
issues or interests, of the relation between ecclesiastical bodies 
and the State, must have a word of warning to all the people 
who are concerned. The metiiods which Mr. Lathrop denounces 
are most un-American and most unmanly methods, no matter 
by whom resorted to. Prosecution either iy or against religion 
is odious in the sight of God and man. Protection against even 
the appearance of religious interference in public American 
affairs is a different thing. Every religious body ought to be on 
guard against it, and every citizen ought to protect the State 
against it. The language of Mr. Lathrop's paper is not only one- 
sided, but it is more contemptuous than conciliatory ; more the 
plea of an advocate than the presentation of a judge. 

I am most cordially in accord with Mr. Lathrop, in condemn- 
ing any secret society which is organized to control political 
affairs. I know notliing whatever about the organization called 
the American Protective Association, except by rumor. If it un- 
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dertakes to proscribe men from political ofiEice, for which they are 
fit, or to prevent men from obtaining employment, which they 
could get, on the ground that they are Roman Catholics, I should 
deprecate and despise its action as strongly as he can. And I need 
hardly say that I should 'absolutely condemn the circulation of 
falsehoods ; and as absolutely the stirring up of violence, arming 
against alarms, or provoking to violence, by preparation to resist 
it. But I must protest against the attempt to condemn, on the 
same grounds, the League for the Protection of American Insti- 
tutions, of which I have the honor to be a member. That society 
has no secrets to keep from anybody. It proposes, in open day, 
to deal by constitutional methods with the principle which it 
maintains. It has no alliterative alternatives of "ballot and 
bullet." It is not responsible for the personal opinions of even 
"its gentlest member." It has no affiliation with the Evangel- 
ical Alliance. The real purpose is the avowed purpose, in its 
organization, and in all its utterances. And that real purpose is 
to secure in the Constitution of the United States a fuller state- 
ment of the principles* which the Constitution already asserts, 
namely, the entire separation of Church and State ; each equally 
free from, each equally respecting, the other. And it seeks to in 
sert this amendment in the precise language in which it already 
exists in several of the State constitutions. 

I take it for granted that Mr. Lathrop is a Eoman Catholic, 
because of his statement " that this League consisting of Protest- 
ants would join with us (that is, with Eoman Catholics) in 
sweetest harmony, if," etc. I beg to assure him that he is ut- 
terly mistaken in every one of the three purposes which he im- 
ports into the object of the League. We have no desire to ask 
the Eoman Church to abandon the religious education of paro- 
chial schools, but only to support the parochial schools in which, 
greatly to their honor, they give religious education. We have 
no wish that they should "incidentally" or intentionally " de- 
stroy convents." On the contrary, we thoroughly honor the 
devoted lives of the Sisters of Charity and the Orders of reli- 
gious teachers. And far from asking them to " abandon the 
faith transmitted to them from Christ and the Apostles," our 
only prayer is that they will return to it, and maintain that faith 
as it has been held "always, everywhere, and by all." 

• " Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of relisrlon." Art. 1. 
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It is no attack on " the very existence of schools in which re- 
ligion is taught, whether supported by individuals or the state, 
to demand that 'elementary schools' be not '/reec?,' but kept 
'free ' from denominational control." This language begs the 
whole question, by the calm insertion of the words "or the 
State." The State supports no such school, and our contention 
is that it has no right to. And the words "elementary schools " 
are used in a like misleading way. '' Elementary school " is the 
technical term by which what used to be called the "common 
school " is distinguished from the high school, academy, or col- 
lege. And these elementary schools are already free and, there- 
fore, need not to be "freed from denominational control." Mr. 
Lathrop's line of reasoning has another still more serious defect 
in it. Nothing is more unfair or more unfortunate, in argument, 
than to introduce confusion, by taking it for granted that there 
are only two opinions upon a given subject (both being the ex- 
treme opinions), one of which the reasoner proves to be wrong, 
and then draws the easy conclusion that the other equally extreme 
opinion is, therefore, right. Intelligent men prefer on the 
whole something better than this Hobson's choice. It does not 
follow that because the " American Mechanics," in unpardonable 
violence, have a " ghost dance" "prophetic of imaginary ris- 
ings," or because the American Protective Association " circu- 
lates bogus encyclicals " and " instructions fraudulently signed" 
"ordering the Catholics to exterminate non-Catholics last 
autumn " : it does not follow from either of these that, there- 
fore, thei-e is no need to guard against the intrusion of distinc- 
tively Roman Catholic influence, as such, into our public affairs ; 
and no danger from the overwhelming numerical weight of the 
gathered populations in our large cities, of American citizens, 
recently and often suddenly naturalized, who are to a very large 
extent under the almost blind control of the Eomail Catholic 
Church. Two wrongs never made a right in the world, and 
they do not in this case. 

Nothing is more impossible and nothing much more idle than 
to bandy words as to who threw the first stone in a quai-rel, who 
provoked a fight, who began a controversy : and I dismiss the 
effort to discuss this question ; except to say that manliness means 
self-restraint, alike in the matter of attack or in the method of 
resisting. But one thing is perfectly plain, in part of this con- 
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tention at any rate, that the so-called common-school system of 
the United States of America, neither Protestant nor Eoman but 
undenominational, has been founded and maintained in America 
for nearly a century ; and the proposition to change that system 
in any way comes from Eome. In this question, if there is to be 
a quarrel, Eome is certainly the attacking party. Free schools, 
so called, have perhaps been established for years by Eoman 
Catholics ; but their freedom is embarrassed by the condition 
that the children must take their peculiar system of religious teach- 
ing in, along with the rest. That certainly cannot be called a 
free school, for anybody but Eoman Catholics, with such a con- 
dition imposed. It may not perhaps be known that the so-called 
Faribault plan of Archbishop Iceland has been for years prac- 
tised and is to-day tolerated in Poughkeepsie, where theEoman 
parochial school buildings are owned by the city department of 
public instruction; while the Eoman Catholic Sisters and teach- 
ers in those schools are paid by the public money raised for the 
support of public schools. Mr. Lathrop must pardon plain men 
who have no subtle gift of second sight, if they are unable to see 
how even the assertion of twenty-nine bishops in the Independent 
can be made to agree with the text of the Baltimore encyclical on 
the subject of public as against parochial schools; or with various 
attempts made since then to get parochial schools under state 
support ; or with the utterances of Monsignor SatoUi ; or with the 
oracular yet somewhat intelligible decision, on the question be- 
tween the two parties in the Eoman Church on this subject, in 
the letter of the Pope. Say what one will, Eome does not love 
the public-school system nor the theory of universal education. 
The countries where she controls entirely the education of the 
children are the countries in which the largest percentage of 
illiteracy prevails. She has a wonderful power of adapting herself 
to circumstances, with a view to shape and control those circum- 
stances ; and she bides her time. But what she wants is Eoman 
Catholic Americans. AVhat we want is American Eoman Catho- 
lics. And we shall never get these, by supporting her parochial 
schools or by letting her control our public schools. This is a 
kind of thing which the non-Eoman citizens of America do not 
believe in, and propose by all lawful and constitutional methods 
to prevent. Mr. Lathrop naturally sees no objection to it. 
Indeed, while he denies the intention of Eome to meddle with the 
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school fund, he asserts that it is perfectly right for her to do it 
if she can. But it seems impossible for any fair-minded 
person to deny that, to all intents and purposes, this means 
supporting a peculiar form of religious teaching, out of the 
funds raised by taxes from the State. And whether any new 
amendment to the constitution be inserted or not, this is a plain 
violation of the spirit and letter of the constitution, which 
forbids, not esfciMisJiing any religion, but " making any law 
respecting the establishment of religion." We have had a standing 
contention in the Wew York Legislature for years upon 
a similar subject, under the well-known "freedom of worship 
bill." In the unamended form in which that bill was introduced, 
it would have compelled the State to pay the salaries of the Roman 
chaplains of these institutions out of the public funds. It was 
not passed and it was not signed, until the language was altered so 
as to make this impossible. Freedom of worship, of course, was 
granted, as it ought to be, but compulsory support by the State 
of any particular kind of worship was prevented. I am not as 
fond of the "ex uno disce omnes" principle as Mr. Lathrop seems 
to be, either in judging of the L. P. A. I. from the views of "its 
gentlest member," or in considering General Sheridan and Chief 
Justice Taney types of the Eoman Catholic in politics ; or in 
taking Mr. Lathrop as a specimen of the loyalty to American 
principles of what he is pleased to call (by an exclusion of all 
other Christians quite as contemptuous as any utterances of the 
A. P. A.) " the universal Church." Perhaps in his case hered- 
ity has overcome environment. Possibly some of his Ameri- 
canism is due to the two hundred and sixty years' distillation of 
Yankee blood which courses in his veins. But the fact is that 
neither individual character, individual utterances, nor individual 
actions are the test. The question is. What are the pronounced 
principles and what is the historic record of the great body of 
people whom the writer of the article represents ? And it is not 
raising a war-cry, nor sounding a useless alarm, to call attention 
to these two matters. 

The contention which I think must be made and maintained 
is, that the pronounced principles of the Roman Church give the 
Church the right to control the political action of its members ; 
and that the histoi-ic record of the Church for centuries shows 
that the Church exercises that right. The quotation from Dr. 
VOL. CLVIII.— NO. 450. 37 
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Byrne's book on the Catholic Doctrine of Faith and Morals 
states the whole case : " We are bound to obey the laws of the 
state when they are not contrary to the law of God." But who 
is to decide this question ? The theory of the higher law, always 
a most dangerous thing to put in practice, has been the fertile 
source of anarchy and rebellion, even when it was exercised by 
individuals, or by citizens banding themselves together as citizens. 
But when such a decision is possible to be made, not by individ- 
uals on their own consciences, nor by citizens of a state formed 
into a political party or a secular organization, but by an ecclesi- 
astical organization, nay by a single ecclesiastic claiming sover- 
eignty, temporal as well as spiritual, and accepted and recog- 
nized as infallible, the case is enormously aggravated. And this 
is the plain principle of the Church of Eome, according to her 
own official utterances, of which in regard to this matter of edu- 
cation, for instance, a single one avails against any individual as- 
sertion or opinion. I have already quoted it in the Nokth 
Ameeioan Ketiew. It is from the famous Encyclical of Pius 
IX. anathematizing in terms ''the proposition to instruct youth 
apart from the Catholic faith." 

I should like to put here in capital letters one sentence from 
Mr. Lathrop's article as worthy of imitation of all non-Roman 
Christians, and expressing exactly my own view of the due 
relation of that Church to education. " They (that is the 
Roman Catholics) wish to maintain the free schools which they 
themselves pay for, in which religion is taught, because to them 
religion is just as much and more the primary element in life 
and thought as arithmetic, and even more important than arith- 
metic or life itself," But the side argument of the paper from 
beginning to end is not for this. It is making the State use 
the taxes to which all contribute, to maintain and pay for 
schools in which their form of religion is taught. Denying 
the intention of Roman Catholics to meddle with public schools, 
the writer claims the perfect right to do this when it can be 
done. And I may say, in passing, that the attempt to argue, 
from the condition of thiugs in England, in favor of dividing 
funds between public and denominational schools, must be a 
failure; because the conditions are utterly different. Even in 
England to-day there is no more burning question than the 
establishment of an understanding between the two kinds of 
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schools, and the decision as to what the amount of religious 
teaching in the Board schools shall be. 

So much for the Eoman principle. Now, when one reads into 
this principle the experience of the past, it becomes even more 
emphatic. English history, from the days of King John, is full 
of instances of the exercise of the claim of the Eoman Pon- 
tiff to interfere in political aifairs. The realm of England was 
under the papal ban for years, because the King would not sub- 
mit to the control of the Pope. And the reluctant wringing of 
Magna Charta from the King, in the meadow of Eunnymede, was 
but the precursor of the final uprising of the English people which 
brought about the Eeformation. Not religious liberty only, but 
civil liberty as well, was the contest and the conquest of that 
movement. The banishment of the Jesuits from various Euro- 
pean countries, and the revolution which destroyed the Chris- 
tian missions in Japan, cannot be forgotten, as evidence of the at- 
tempt, and the result of the attempt, to exercise ecclesiastical con- 
trol over national politics and civil affairs. Little as there seems 
likely to be any successful effort to bring back such a condition 
of things in this nineteenth century in America, it is easier and 
wiser to prevent beginnings than to avoid their results. The wise 
man will be warned in time, not to attack, but to defend ; not to 
destroy, but to prevent. The principle of Rome is unchanging. 
Tiie claim of Eome is unmodified. The policy of Eome is simply 
an adaptation of methods to secure its unmodified claims and its 
unchanging purpose. And the bishop who wears the triple crown 
to-day, in the decayed capital of a politically unimportant king- 
dom, is as unqualified in his assertion of his right to temporal 
sovereignty and imperial domination and universal control, as 
when his predecessor was the ecclesiastical head of the Patriarchate 
which contained the dominant and imperial city of the world. 

By all means let the discussion be by " all Americans," and 
let it be " temperate and fair." Never was fairer or more tem- 
perate statement made than by the Eoman Catholic editor of the 
Baltimore Sun in regard to the attempt which was undoubtedly 
proposed (although for some reason unknown to me the proposal 
was not at that time pushed) to claim, in Maryland, as well as "in 
New York, a share of public moneys for parochial schools. I 
should be glad to substitute, for Mr. Lathrop's ex una disce 
omnes, the other Latin formula si sic omnes I Is it beyond 
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all hope that both the parties to this controversy may get them- 
selves into that same temper and spirit ? The land is surely large 
enough for Abraham and Lot to live together in. There are 
points enough, thank God, in common, both in religion and in 
morals, to make it possible for us to agree lovingly and work to- 
gether in our agreements ; to agree to disagree where disagree- 
ment must come in ; and to confine ourselves, churchmen a,« 
churchmen no matter what their name, in the advancement o* 
their own religious interests and work, and citizens as citizens, 
in their own line of civic duties. This is the place where 
the injunction of the Master best comes in, to "render 
unto Caesar the things that are Caesar's, and to God the 
things that are God's." And if this blessed state of things 
may only be brought about, we may come to what the heading of 
the chapter in the English Bible calls " the peaceable kingdom of 
the branch out of the root of Jesse," when " Bphraim shall not 
envy Judah and Judah shall not vex Ephraim." It is really only 
an accident of the case that this question assumes the appearance 
of a rivalry between what are called Protestants and Roman 
Catholics. It merely means that no other religious body except 
the Roman Church has made the claim, or ever appears in any 
corporate capacity, to interfere in questions which concern 
secular, political, or civic affairs. If I am rightly informed as to 
the results of the last census, the Roman communion is by no 
means "one-sixth of the population of America." But whatever 
its proportion may be, its corporate action becomes serious 
because it is a compact body, while the other Christian peoples 
are broken up into various detiominations. It wields, in this 
way, a power which cannot but be infinitely valuable, in 
its legitimate sphere of religious and moral control over its 
own people ; and infinitely dangerous when it is exercised in 
matters that lie beyond its sphere. Mr. Lathrop objects to 
the application of the word " alien." It is eminently 
unfair, of course, to classify as aliens, meaning thereby 
un-American, the members of the Roman Catholic communion, 
en masse. They are a part of the bone and sinew of the body 
politic. That they have been infinitely valuable in the develop- 
ment of this new country, that they were loyal patriots in our 
civil war, that they have the right to all the liberties of citizen- 
ship and to all the honor in their faithful discharge of its duties, 
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one gladly recognizes. And yet it is hard to find any other word 
which describes the whole communion of a Church which owns its 
highest allegiance to a single head, who is a foreigner across the 
sea. All the more, therefore, is it important that the members of 
that body should avoid the appearance of introducing foreign 
methods into domestic affairs. And evei-y now and then some- 
thing occurs which suggests the maintenance of a separate and 
unassimilated spirit, and which it is difficult to characterize 
by any other name. On the last Roman feast of St. Patrick, 
this old Dutch town of Albany was taken possession of by 
the Irish, separating themselves as Irishmen, floating an Irish flag, 
and making a distinction even among the Irish, because it was 
Roman Catholic Irishmen who painted the town green. It is a 
curious fact that the next Monday morning, when for the first time 
after St. Patrick's day, the flag floated from the top of the Capitol 
of the State, it was torn lengthwise in two ; the stars wrapped around 
the top of the pole, and the stripes floating starless in the wind. 
If I had any disposition to deal with this subject lightly, as Mr. 
Lathrop sometimes does, I might perhaps have received an im- 
pression, something like that which the New London wind- 
storm produced on the minds of Mr. Lathrop's timid Yankee 
progenitors ; or that distribution might have occurred to me, which 
Mr. Lathrop suggests, namely, a division of the stripes from the 
stars. But as it happened, I only felt glad that no foreign flag 
floated from the central public building of the Empire State, but 
only the old flag of the one country which declines to allow for- 
eign quarrels to be perpetuated on its soil ; or to accept any cit- 
izenship that is not assimilated to the American principles of 
absolute separation between church and state, and that kind 
of freedom in religious liberty which means liberty from all reli- 
gious dictation, interference, or control. I am glad to find this 
expression quoted in an Albany newspaper from an address by 
Archbishop Ireland : 

"Catholics of Irish descent must be on their guard not to harm religion 
by linking with the church Irish national ideas or customs, or seeking to 
give a supremacy to Irish control, or so acting in any manner as to induce 
the belief among Americans that the Catholic Church is not thoroughly 
American. The Church has suffered from lack of Americanism. One-nation- 
alism is and must be supreme in our civil and social matters, and that is 
American nationalism. On this condition has America admitted foreigners 
to citizenship. No political segregation of citizens on foreign lines can be 
allowed. It is wrong to have a so-called Irish- American vote. No one 
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shouTd vote as an Irishman and seek an oiHoe as an Irishman. Ifc is wrong 
in pri\ ate life to cultivate the spirit of a foreign nationalism at the expense 
of American nationalism." 

This is a politic utterance of a sound principle. It touches one 

spot of the danger of alienism in civil affairs . It does not go far 

enough, I think, in suggesting the dangers of the religious lines, 

publicly drawn as they have been in Canada, between Roman 

and Protestant Irishmen. And it seems to me only carrying out 

the principles of this timely caution to go on to the point which I 

am arguing, " that no political segregation of citizens on ' eccle- 

siastical' lines can be allowed." 

Wm. Cboswell Doake. 



